
In : Matter o 

Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

1 
1 

Petition of Cavalier Telephone, LLC ) WC Docket No 02-359 
Pursuant to Section 2 5 2 ( e ) ( 5 )  of the ) 
Comtnunications Act for Preeinption ) 
of the Jurisdiction of the Virginia State ) 
Corporation Commission Regarding ) 
Interconnection Disputes with Verizon ) 
Virginia, Inc and for Arbitration ) 

CAVALIER'S OBJECTIONS TO VERLZON'S WITNESSES A N D  EVIDENCE 

Cavalier Telephone, LLC respectfully submits the following Oblectlons to 

Veriron Virginia, Inc ' s  witnesses and evidence 

Issuewitness Testimony/Exhibit Objections * '* 

EXHIBITS OBJEC'WU 
io BY CAVAI,IP;U 

Don Alben Dirccl Tcstirnunv (UT) 
- p 5, l i nc i  6-7 

I 

i 
DT - p 5 ,  Iinch 6-7 

DT-p3. I incb 15-17, 
p R, lines 15-20. p 9, 
l ines 20-24. p IO,  lines 
13-30, p 1 1 ,  lines 1-2 

conclusions rather than testimony to 
facts within his personal knowledge 

(Rebuttal Tesiirnony (RT) -No 
ObjeciiOnS ) 
Witness improperly provides legal 

~~ 

wnclubionb rathrr than tcstirnony to 
Vacts wilhin his personal knowledgc 

conclusions rather lhan leslirnony io 
Tacts wilhin his personal knowledge 

. Cnvdlicr rcservc\ the right to i nuw 1 0  excludc any ulhcr tesii~nuny i fcrowrxarninatwn o f a  witness 
~ c \ c a l s  d ba\is Tor wch i n o t i ~ i i  

.rnd rc\cTvc( Ihc right to objc't iu any \pccilic documents thai Verirun sceks io miroducc 

., 
Cdvdlicr object\ to Vcriron's dciigndlion orunspecilicd docunlcnts produccd in dls'overy as evidence 



lonalhan S m x  

Jonathan Sniilh 

Will iam Grccn 

DondldAlbc l l  

Al ice Shockct 

ihomas Maguire 

jonald Alben 

DT - p 2, lines 2-4, 8- 
I I, p 3, Iincs 19-20, 
l incs I I- IK,20-23.p4, 
Iinc\ 11-18, p 5, I i n u  
21-22, p b ,  I inc i  1-5, 8- 
16, p 7, lines 2-3 
R T  ~ n 2. lines 3- 18. 

I ,  

22,?3 
DT - I, 7. Iinc5 9- IO, I, 

p 9, lines 1-12, p IO ,  
lmcs 13-15. 20-22. 25. 
p I I, lincs 1-3, 10-1 I, 
21-23, p 12, linc I, 
p 12. hncs9-13,p 14, 
lines 4-6 
R T - p 6 , l i n c s  11-12, 
p R ,  I1"t.b 3-5 ,  p 10, 
lines 6-22 
D T ~ -  p 14, lines 14-20, 
p 17.1ines6-13,p 19. 
lines 1-2. p 24, lines 3- 
6,9- I 1  
R T - p  lO,line29, 
p I I. lines 1-2, p 13, 
line5 2-7 
DT- p 14, Iincs 14-20, 
p 17,lines6-13,p 19, 
line\ 1-2. p 24, lines 3- 
6, 9-1 I 
R T  ~ p IO, line 29, 
p I I, lincs 1-2. p 13, 
line5 2-7 
DT-  p 6 .  lines 16-21 

Dr ~ p 26. [inch 8-14, 
17-19 
KT-  p I?, lincs 23-25, 
p 14,lincs 1-7, 10-11, 
p 16, lines 5-6, p 17, 
lines 12-14, 21-23, 
p.19, lines 13-16 
D T - p 2 6 ,  linca5-14, 
17-10 
RT- p 13, l incs 23-25, 
p 14, lines 1-7, 10.1 I, 
p 16, l i m b  5-6. p 17, 

( R T - N o  objections) 
(DT, RT - No ObJccliOnS ) 

(DT, R T  - No Objections ) 

Witnebs improperly providc? legal 
COIICIUSIO~S rather than testimony tu 
facts withm his persondl knowledge 

Wi tnes improperly provides legal 
conclusions rather than testimony IO 

facis wilhin her personal knowlcdgc 

Witness improperly provides legal 
conclusions rather than lesumony to 
facts wiihin his personal knowledge 

Witness improperly provides legal 
concIusions rather than testimony to 
facts within her personal knowledge 

Witness improperly providca k g d l  
concluaions rather than testimony to 
fdcb wiihin his personal knowledge 

( R T - N o  objections) 
Witness iinproperly provides legal 
conclusions rdther than testimony to 
fdct) wlthin his personal knowlcdgc 

Witncsr improperly provides legal 
conclusions rather than testimony to 
facts within her pcrsonal knowlcdgc 



Ian Youns 

mathan Smith 

- 
lichael Toulhnianl 
ephen Spcnccr 

mathan Smith 

mathan Smith 

regory Koinano 

lincb 12-14,21-23, 
2 19,lincs 13-l6,dnd 
E x h h t  C lrlt was not 
xoduccd timcly in 
iiscovery 
D T - D ~ .  lines4-IO. 
16,p j , l inca7-1 l .p6.  
line, 11-16, p l .  l ine? 
3-Y, 16-18,21-23,pX. 
line5 1-3, p 9, lines 5, 
15-20, p IO ,  lines4-13, 
ind txh ib i l  C if i t  was 
lot produccd timcly in 
~lscovcry 
DT ~ p 15, lines 20-23, 
I 17, iines 23-25, p I 8. 
ines 1-3, 23-25, p 19, 
ine5 1-5 

E - p 4 ,  line? 12-16, 
I 6, 12.21,~ 13,lines 
1-7 

DT ~ p 19, lines 8-9, 
120,lincs 18-19,p2l, 
incb3-8, 11-13,p22, 
inec 3-6 
7T ~ p I I, Iincs 22-23, 

14, lines 5-8 
JT ~ p 23, line? 17-23, 
1 24. lines 1-2. D 25, 
ines.9-12, 18-26, p26, 
inch 1-10, 16-19 
7 T - p  16, lines 10-14, 
l6,p 17, lines 1-3 
I T  ~ p 3, lines 19-23, 
)4 ,  lines 1,9-14, 16- 
8,20-23,  p 5, lines I- 
6 

7 T ~ - p  I,lincs 19-23 

Witness improperly provides legal 
Conclusions rarhcr than tcstimony lo 
facts within his personal knowledge 

Witness improperly provides legal 
conclusions rather than testimony to 
facts within his personal knowledge 

(RT - Nu objections ) 
Witncscs improperly provide legal 
concluhiuns rather than testimony tu 
facts within thcir personal knowledgc 

(RT - No objections 
Witness improperly provides legal 
conclusions rather than tcslimony to 
facts within his personal knowledge 

Witness improperly provides legal 
conclusions rathcr than lesuiiiony to 
facts within his personal knowlcdgc 

I Witness improperly provides legal 
conclusions, including argumcnt in 
Ihe inadmissible form o f a  bricf, 
rather than testimony to faLts wiUlin 
his personal knowlcdgc 

2 Witness improperly provides 
opinion without adequate faclual 
foundation 

3 Witness’s testimony i s  
objectionable due to Virginia Rulc Of 

Professional Conduct 3.7(a), and 
comments I .2 and 4 to such Rule, 
because Wilness representcd Vcrizon 
in thc settlement negotiations out o f  
which this proceeding in its prcscnt 
form arose 



.~ 
:occinaric Claylun DT- -p27, l incs  10-11. 

3 28, lincs3-8, 13-21, 
3 2Y, lines 1-5, p 30, 
inec 3-5, 8-10. 
R T  - p 20, linca 17-22, 
3 21, lines 11-17, p 22, 
,ne\ 22-23 

RT ~ pdges 5-8 ,  and 
Lxhibil A thercto 

I Unduly prejudicial, as witncss 
raiscs spccitic issues about PAP, i ts 
rncthodology and its implementation, 
that were not raised in Verizon’s 
Direcl testimony Whilc Cavalicr 
rebutled Verizon within thc ,cope or 
Verizon’s direct testimony, Vcrizon’s 
new witness raiscs ncw absxiions Lha 
Cavalicr IS unable to seek discovcry 
over and to rebut 

2 Unduly prejudicial, as wllness cites 
specific PAP measurcmcnts for the 
first time and introduces new 
statistical data, when Cavalicr has no 
opportunity to seek discovery over or 
to rrbut 

3 Witness improperly provides legal 
conclusions rather than tcatiinony to 
facta within his personal knowledge 

Witness improperly provides lcgal 
conclusions rather than testimony to 
facts within her personal knowledge 

I Unduly prejudicidl, as Witness 
raises specific issues about PAP, its 
methodology and i ts  implerncntalion. 
that werc not raised in Vcrizon’s 
Direct tcbtimony While Cavalier 
rebutted Vcrizon within thc scope of 
Venzon’s direct testimony, Verizon’s 
new witness raises new assertions tha 
Cavalier is unable to scek discovery 
over and to rcbut 

2 Unduly prcjudicial, as witncss cites 
hpecilic PAP rneasurenients for the 
first tiinr and introduces new 
stat ist ical dala, when Cavalier has no 
opportunity to seek discovery over or 
to rcbul 

3 Witnebs improperly provides legal 
conclusions rather than lesumony to 
facts within his personal knowledge 



October 14, 2003 

Respeclfully submitted, 

Stephen T Perkins (VA Bar #38483) 
Cavalier Telephone, LLC 
21 34 West Laburnum Avenue 
Richmond, Virginia 23227-4342 
Telephone. 804 422 4517 
Facsimile 804.422.4599 
e-mail sperkins@cavtel.com 

- and 

mailto:sperkins@cavtel.com


Richard U Stubbs (MA Bar # 563207) 
Cavalier Tclephone Mid-Atlantic, LLC 
965 Thomas Drive 
Warminster, Pennsylvania 18974 
Telephone 267 803 4002 
Facsimile 267 803 4147 
e-mail rstubbs@,cavtel.com 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I ccrti% that truc and accurate copies of the foregoing pleading were served on the 

followinj; permns, by the inethods indicated 

hv electronic inail and bv f i rst  class U S  m u d  

Karen Zacharia 
Kathleen M Grillo 
Verizon Virginia Inc 
I 5  I5 North Court House Road, 5th Floor 
Arlington, VA 22201 
e-mail karen /acharia(ii.vcrizoii coin; 

kathleeii.m rrillo@verizon coin, 

James R Young 
Kimberly A Newman 
O’Melvcny & Myers 
1625 I Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20006 
e-inail jrvounriZlomm.com, 

knewlndn@,oinin coin , and 

hv elecrronic mull 

Ms Terri Natoli (tern natoli@,fcc rov); 
Mr Jeremy Miller (Jeremy miller@fcc EOV); and 
Ms Deena Shetler (deena shetlerhfcc rov)  

Counsel 

mailto:rstubbs@,cavtel.com
http://jrvounriZlomm.com

